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REMARKS 

The Official Action of February 2, 2007, and the 
prior art cited and relied upon therein have been carefully 
studied. The claims in the application remain claims 1-20, 
and these claims define patentable subject matter warranting 
their allowance. Favorable reconsideration and such allowance 
are respectfully urged. 

Claims 1-20 remain in the application for 
consideration . 

In response to the Examiner's rejection of claims 1 
and 9 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, Applicant has 
amended both claims 1 and 9 to eliminate each of the problems 
identified by the Examiner. Applicant respectfully submits 
that this rejection has now been overcome. 

The Examiner has further rejected claims 1-2 0 under 
35 U.S.C. §102 (b) as being anticipated by De Greef '801. 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection as applied to 
claim 1 as amended and claims 2-2 0 depending therefrom. 

De Greef provides an apparatus for transferring 
relatively vulnerable products, such as fruits. The fruits 
are held in grippers and transferred to a discharging 
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position. These discharging positions are water channels as 
shown in Fig. 1. Applicant respectfully submits that this 
apparatus is not able to store and remove containers or 
pallets. The reference does not disclose nor suggest gripping 
means formed in the manner of tongues which are guided in such 
a way that it carries out a lateral movement as stated in 
claim 1 as amended. With this lateral movement, it is 
possible to grip containers or pallets. These containers or 
pallets can be arranged on the storage and retrieval unit. 
The containers or pallets arranged on the storage and 
retrieval unit can be selectively moved to the left or to the 
right for picking up or depositing. De Greef clearly does not 
disclose nor suggest the storage and retrieval unit according 
to claim 1 as amended. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that the 
claimed invention patentably defines over De Greef based on 
the structural differences identified above. 

The prior art documents made of record and not 
relied upon have been noted along with the implication that 
such documents are deemed by the PTO to be insufficiently 
pertinent to warrant their applications against any of 
applicant ' s claims . 
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Favorable reconsideration and allowance are 
earnestly solicited . 



Respectfully submitted, 

BROWDY AND NEIMARK, P.L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Applicant (s) 

Norman J. Latker 
Registration No. 19,963 

N JL : ma 

Telephone No.: (202) 628-5197 
Facsimile No. : (202) 737-3528 
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